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findings indicated that the major program objective, that of 
significant improvement of reading levels ^ was met successfully. Of 
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implementation feature of the program was the diagnostic prescriptive 
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individualiEation* The small group setting and the great variety of 
instructional materials contributed to the effectiveness of the 
successful programs* (Author/AH) 



* Documents acguired by EEIC include many informal unpublished * 

* materials not available from other sources* EEIC makes every effort * 

* to obtain the besx copy available. Nevertheless, items of marginal * 

* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the guality * 

* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available * 

* via the EBIC Document Esproduction Service (EDES) . EDES is not ^ 

* responsible for the guality of the original document, Ee productions * 
supplied by EDES are the best ^chat can be made from the original. * 



EKLC 



. Fimctim # 09-69626 

ITS 

sO 

CENTRAL ESEA TITLE I REIffiDI^ SERVICES 
FOR ELIGIBLE NONPUBLIC SCHOOL PUPILS: 
COBMCTIVE READING COMPONENT 
1975 - 1976 



Harry L. Miller, Ed,D. 



oo 
oo 



% ^ ev^mtion of a New York mj=y Sdwl Disttjct 

^ adicational project fimded mder Title I /f ^ 

^ Elggpt-Ary md Secondary Eda^tion Mt of ISW 

CPL 89-10) p^or^ for tinm Board of Education 
of ^ Cit/o£ Not Yoric for the 1975-1976 sctool 



Ul DIFAHTMINTOF HIALTM, 

NaTlSNAL iNSTITUTl QF 
f DUCATION 

tHiS OQCUMlN^t H^l BiSN PE PRO- 
DUCED EJ^&CTLY AS RiCEiViD FROM 
THE PERSON BR ORGANiZA-r IQN ORIOiN^ 
ATiNGiT POINTS QF VIEW OR OFJNIQNS 
STATED DO NOT NiCEilA'ULY REPRE- 
SENTOFFfCJAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION POilTiON OR POLlCt 




SCASO cr saucATioN the citv cr nc^ ycrK 
OF.- ICS OF SDUCATia.NAL SVALUATiON 
nc UVtNGSrCN STRSST. SSCCKUVN. N, Y. U20t 



Table of Contents 



page 

Cbapter I The Program ^ ^ 

Chapter II Evaliiation Procsdures ^ 

Reading Achlavement Measures ^ 

Program Implementation 5 

ParaprDf essional Impact Measures 6 

Chapter III Findings 8 

Table 1. Obsarvations of Class Activities 
by Category in Minutes and Per- 
centages ^ 

Chapter IV Su^iary of Major Findings, Conclusions 

and Recommendations 15 

List of Appandices 1® 
M.I.R. Forms 19-24 

Data Loss Form 25 

Program Abstract 26 

Paraprof essional Contact Fora 27 



3 



chapter I 

THE mcmm 



The Corrective Reding Bmr^BS pro^m is a ccrrpDnent mthin the 
pro^^ aitltl^ '*ESSA Title I Ncnpublic fchool Et^^ , "^Himtian 
No, 09-69626). The canpooait tos designed to s^ve ap^^lmately 12,000 
eligible, aiucatiorally de^iv^ pipils in 229 schools of New YotIc City 
during the 1975^76 schrol year. The purpose of theprcgram is to im- 
prove sipiif icantly tlie reading level of particlpatJj^g ^pils tihraugh 
a co^eetive reading cOTpcrient design^ to aupplanent the r^ular read- 
iiTg progr^ of tiie schools smcvei, Ttm pcogrm rMycl^ trcm tim 
^evious year. 

The term 'nOTipabllc mhools^ Include schools a nMber of re» 
ligicus doianlnaticos, miar^ ^im Reman Catholic, H^rew, lutheran. 
Grade CtthodoK, Episci^l, Uteanlan, Society of FrierHis, and Sevmth Day 
Advmtist, Ths pr^ram also allows for partlclpatiOT o£ ncn-dmoiii- 
national schools, 

Pecscnnel irwolv^ m program include diflrli^ tiiis school 
year; one coocdinatOT, five field suprnvisors, 142 teaches, one school 
secretary, one stmographffl^, and two Q^ists, 

Daily programs of the teeters consist^ of six hours a^ twmty 
minutes at assl^ed schools. Fol^ hours of this prcgram x^ae devoted to 
classrMm Insteuction, one ha^ to conf^ence and other professional 
duties, and the rfflalnd^ to lumh a:nd class preparation. 

SuMfflits in the prc^an must ireet the dual eligibility criteria 
of residence in a tai^et att^dame ar^, deflnai by the Itait^ States 



QEfice of EAicatiai, and a level of r^dljg achievffi^t below 
minJxrwm grade level conpetCTcy, Children sel^ct^ fOT Ccrr^tive 
R^dtt^ are also require to uu^ecstai^ the Jtoglish langiage. Eli- 
gibility for the -pcogrmi at various levels of &e s^retm is detmnimd 
as follws* 

The carpetency o£ mtmrir^ first grades , In schools T^^ose 
principals elected to incltide ftost gradm^s In the prcgrm, tos m^s- 
ur^ by the Clyn^^Barrett fee-^Readlng Test^ usii^ as a criterion the 
cutoff raw sccre of 54, Pupils are phased out of the reading progr^ 
and givaa stand^d first ffcmdm ci^riculmi after pffllods of Instoictlcn 
tiiat enable thaDa to reach this p^fomance level, 

ChilcfcCTi In ^ad^ two ttewi^ te^lve are given appr^riate star^- 
ardlzed tests to determine tiielx need for the prcgrm, Mnlmijn levels 
o£ coctpetency for eligibility and specific tests to be us^ to deter- 
mlnir^ ccmpetency were outline to tot^tml ccnrajnications foom the 
coordinator of the program to the Title I r«dii^ teaches, Assess-- 
ment of pupil reading perfcctnm^e foe placanent purposes vms sctedul^ 
for Septmb^-October 1975 ■ it shaild be noted tJiat, altiiou^ tiiese as- 
sassBents md tiie b^imlrg of rmiedml reading classes are ordirarily 
cmplet^ by ^rly Octobffi, the public school budgetary imcertatoties 
to Fall 1975 creatai delays to teachm' assigrmmts that resulted to a 
late start for many of the rarEdlal readir^ classes in tiie nmpublic 
s<±iot1s. ClaBSes met regularly from theic starting date tmtil the 
secmd third wedc to J..ine. 

Frequmcy of imttuctional sessions is detamined by tiie grade 
le/aL of the childrm, tlie sev^ity of Individual readiT^ retmdation, 



school scheiiles, and the r^aimsr^tion c£ prlmlpals, In genial, 
ccCTa2tlve r^drng classes ijnclude from five to tm pupils for 
45 to 60 mtoute pwtods txdLce a to^. Vtea tkm rilglble po^l^tion 
1b snail atd teachtt^s are asslgi^ t^ a schMl oJLy cne day a week, 
groi5>s of five or sue meet £ot 45 mlmtes to me hare pwiods, in 
oti^r schools t^ere pupils require toteralve secvices, ttmy may meet 
as mny as fiv4 tines a v^^^k fcr me hoiff sessims. Classes for first 
gradffis are generally kept smII, md rmmt for as shOTt a pOTlod as 
ttilr ty nmiutes , 

aqphasis in the selattioi process is plac^ on students betv^en 
grades one md six, altihough studmts above that le\rel sho^ sig- 
nificant retardati-on wre given s^vice. final selection of pi^ils 
is detemilned co^ratlvely by ^imipals ard teachm^s of the nonptjfclic 
schools, and Title I teachers. First priority is givm to those chll&m 
\^rae reading needs TOre greatest . 

P^aprofessiOTals are not erploy^ as pm"t of the pff^mi per se , 
but smm districts do assign paras to the nmpablic schools within the 
district serviced by die rm^al ^ogcam. In classrooiB ^^re ttey are 
presait, ^Ir duties Inclijde work with select^ pi^ils on a one=to-one 
or aoaU group basis \md^ tiie guidaree of tte corrMtive reading teach- 
er, asslstfflx^e mth the prepacaticn of mat^ials, assistmce with 
cleric^ ard houseke^i^ tasks. 
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Chapt^ II 



Corrective Riding S^vices Ccn^mait In the nmpilic 
schools pro-am is design^ to supplai^it the r^\d.ar reading pro-am 
in those schMls to ord^ to raise the readlrg achievamt levels of 
^ucationally deprive children to grades csie throu^ trolve, r^diJ^ 
cfne cc mOTe years below grade IwaL , Itie reasurCTent of the "tesic ob^ 
jective aiployed an histDrical regreaslcn t^hni^e, mth program ef- 
fectivaiess detenntoed by its success to tocr^sing childrffi's readii^ 
ability beyor^ e^^ctaticn; the .05 Iff/el of risk \ms set far statis- 
tical d^ision^-iTHking , 

The dbj stives for tiie evaluation Ij^luded first, to detmntoe 
^letiier tte program succeai^ to that basic effort, sMorid/ to establish 
vAiether tte progcam -ms being topl^^ntKl to accordance witii fimdtog 
proposal guidelines, and third, to assess tte eff^tiveness of the para^ 
professional services. 
R eading AchievenBnt Ifeasi^es 

Obj^tivB: To determtoe ^^eti^r as a result of participation 
to tte CcCT^tive Readtog Cotipcnait, the read tog acldeverent 
sccores of tiie stodmts show a stattotically sigm^ficant im-= 
provsnent, usii^ tim real postteBt score and the anticipated 
posttest score. 

All subjects V3^e atatoistffi^ the ap^opriate levels of a readtog 
test, given pre- and post tiielr pff-o^m e^eciaice. jfeetests ad- 
mtolst^^ to SepteA^-October, ac^ posttests to iMtm ^11 and early 
May, 



Grade 1 : The Clym^^Barrett [^^e^ing Battecy, in die 
categcrlea of %gord nmning, llstmlng,Tnatciilng, 
alph&et and copying at readtoess levels, ^^ause, 
for tills grot^, ©cpect^ scotm caanrct mj^nin^tully 
be caiipite^ ^ffi rsjnbCT md percentages ^ j^pils 
acWleving a criterion cut-off raw score (rf 24 in 
Visual Discrimlmtlaa; of ^ in AudltOEy Discrim- 
nation; ai^ of 12 m Visual ttotor skills vmre to be 
reparted . 

Qraies 1-3: StaifOTd Mhisv^nt Test at appro^i^e levels. 

Usii^ grade-e^ivalmt nocms, the Us tor leal re- 
cess ioi pTOT^iffe -ms to be appllM to pretest re- 
sults to (Atata pc&imt&i (wi&out tteatn^t) post- 
test results tar each pupil . Bie dlf £ areme betvseen 
tiie real poattest ai^ ttm mticipated prottest grade- 
equlval©^ WBam vmcm to be amlyzed for statistical 
s%nlficame at the .05 l^el ^th the c^^elatad t 
test . (Studmts in the tiilrd grade achi&ring beloKr 
the 1.9 Iwel wme glvai tins Staitford Achievemait Test; 
those ^c^e that leg^el tiie St^^OTd Dlasnostic Reading 
Test,) 

Grades 3-8: Stm^md Dl^ostlc Test at a^^riate levels. Treat- 
wmtit p^es^ibed as atove , 

teries 9-12: The Iowa Silait Reading Test at appropriate levels. A 

coonrelat^ z ratio is reiplr^, applied to the difference 
betweei percentile-scare neans, to ascertain statistically 
significant ^^rwerant at the .05 lev-el in a 'kodified 
real vs. anticipate gain" desl^. 

Variation in pretest dates considmably ircrease. the nrnb^ of graips 

that require separate malysis, Chil^en viio igere curled ov^ in the 

p-rcgrgm fran ttie ^^eing year vmrm not reteate in Septarter; instead, 

tihelr April posttest scores feom the piecedlng sprtag wre used m pretest 

scores in this analysis. Tnerex^e also a sign^icant rnjnber of childrQi 

adoiitted to tiie pro^mi aft^ the first of die year, r^elved at, mM.t 

four TOnths of s^vice. Kiese grcn^s ^grace also analyzed separately ^dmre 

tiiere ^rare at least thtoty of tiian ^o w^e testM at a given grade level. 

Kogram Snplementatlcn 

QDj^tive: To deteCTine thm extent to ^Ich the prog^sm, as 
actiMlly carrie out, coincide with t±e pr^ram as described 
in ttie ^oject pr^osal. 
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in thm pur^it of tiiis objective tim evaluator rade two visits 
to each of twanty schools selKt^ frOTi aMng the ncopablic schools In 
the pr^ram. Alth^^ it TOuld hs^ hmen ap^o^iate for tiila saiple 
to have bem selected In some r^:^cm fashiat, a rauiCT" of d^flCTJlties 
precludad that optinim selection plan, Sey^mal oA^ caipQnmts ^ the 
prqgram ^«:e being esmhmt^ at the smB time, and site visit worlap 
ras daCTed undesirable; slnca tro schools wKra to be visits in one day, 
pairs of sites had to be wiAln sore reasonable dlstmce me anothtt. 
The twnty schools chosm, COTsequently, cmstitut^ a r^resentative, 
rather dian a randm, SOTple^ of nonp^Jblic program schTOls to the foi^ 
majco: bOTOughs q£ New Ycffk C±ty, No otha" ^Inciple of selection, how- 
vm.B enployed, m\d the smple may be ccnsideced a non-biased one. 

Visits include not cnly ai ©ctend^ period of obsQi"vation in the 
classroam of tim renedlal reading teach^, but a visit to the principal's 
office with an off^ to discuss the ^o^an, and occasicral ijidE ormal 
discussions ovffl' lunch wtHi the ccrr^tive re^lt^ tocher ard her col^ 
leagues. Observatims in the classroam were c^^ in time imits imder 
a nunta: of activity categcri^ related to the goals of the pro^^. 

The first block of visits wore nade in the fall of 1975, ard tock 
place between October 30 and January 29, Ite second block of visits 
w^e made betroen Whrch 25 md l^y 11, 1976, 

Faraprof^sional Srpact Ite^gemmit 

^Jectlve: To detOTOijie if, as a result of r^eiving ajL^lmintary 
paca^ofessimal services, partJ^ipmts achi^e a statistically 
si^ificant Impravenfint in r^dtag achievCTent level. 

This ^jective was re^t^ in a TOdificatwn of ttie roiginal walu- 

aticn design dat^ Septento^ 30, 1975. fflie proceA^e describai in that 
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manOTandan call^ for a raced of tfie mnb^ of paraprofessiOTal 
cc3otact hcucs wltii each papll, flie mbsequmt deslgmtion of pupil 
su^roups \d.th diff^ing d^^s of -'tatmsity of para^ofessional 
contact, " and a carparlsOTi of ttese groups with all pupils recaiv^ 
ccnporiOTt treatjnent and ro eupplemaitary paraprofesslonal service, 

A leg form f^ para^of essionals to. coipleta montihly tos deeigned 
for TMOTdlxig pupil^pmaprofesslaial cditect (a cq^ of the fCTm is 
Include In the Appaidix) , The desi^ mcxiifi^ aftm site visito 
had reveal^ mOTe about the nafajre o£ tte cmtect under s^idy, fiirth^ 
discusslOTi of a^e f cm p:mmd^ a ttywt in an attenpt to disco\7er 
^Aetter or not ttiere was sufficimt variance to cont^t to Mtlsfy tiie 
requlrOTente of ttie malysiSj and Am fltml fccm vms put mto use quite 
late in tiie year. 

The Septrafcec 30 ewlmtion desi^ for tiiis cbj^tive ask^ far a 
covariance analysis, mth pretest results used as tte coyariate. 7a- 
mission tos granted fac tile use of an e^ivalmt TOthod tiiat fflploys a 
multiple repass icn tectaique tostead of cov^arlama, a^ vhich does mt 
require a pre -categorization of contoct ho^s Into various degceffi of 
intensity. 
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Chapt^ III 



Objective #1 

The major prop-am obj^tlve, slgnifijcant In^ovaraint of readlrg 
levels over e^mtBttm.^ is Jiidg^ to be imequivocally micceaBful, 
as sho^ m the amlysls on the Mkiled InforaiatiDn Fcmi present^ to 
the Apperdix, 

First graders ^o wire adidnist^^ tl^ Clyn^-Bttrett ^e- 
readiiTg Batt^y ^bstmtially tocreas^ their masttty of tim three major 
skills aceas : the percmta^ of tiiose above die cut-off score on Visual 
rose focm 33% in Octd)^ to 947^ In May; m the smm period, frm 19% to 
77% on Audltocy; and frm 24% to 76% In Vlsiml Motor skills. 

In the to*7enty=-twD other ^ade-l^el/test level gcoups for ^ich ai 
analysis made, actajal posttest scores eTOeed^ pr^lcted posttest 
scares at the .001 level fOT el^teeti; at iim ,05 level or better for 
t^ c£ the grcups; for ocily tro relatively anall groups of tidrd jade's 
did the Irrprovement beyond o^Mtation fail to Met the ,05 crit^lOTL 
level set by tiia pr^rm, Thlrtea:i out of nineteQi c£ tim conponints 
analyzed m tecD^ of grade -equivalent scores achieved at better than one 
mcT±h of readirg gam £cc each montii of Instajctioni fax out of fotff of 
thcee malyzed in teems erf mCTml curve deviates achieved gains of better 
timn half a staE^ard d&jiationi djrij^ the p^tod of Insteuctiaci, 

Objective #2 

A amnary of class obson^tions is di^layed In T^le 1 and IMicates 
an overall mcellent l^lmentattm of the genial cOTr^tlve reading 
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Table 1. 

Observations of Class Actlvitres, 
By Category, in Minutes and Percentages 

CLASS FORMAT Minutes Percentage 

Total Group 1300 46 

Small Group/Individual 1535 54 

OBJECTIVES 

Reading Sub-Skills 1735 61 

Practice 290 10 

Motivation 390 14 

Mixed 420 15 
MATERIALS 

Blackboard 245 9 

Teacher-Made • 540 19 

CoTranerclal Excercises 635 22 

Books and Stories 595 21 

Mixed (Including Games, Activities) 820 29 

PUPIL INVOLVEMENT IN LESSON 

High 265 9 

Good ■ 2420 86 

Fair to Poor • 150 5 

P ARAP ROFE S S I ONALS 

Time in Cla^-es with Para Present 1730 100 

Tine Engaged in Direct Instructional Tasks 970 56 
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design OTH,slm^ by tibe pr^^am. FoCTat observations shm an alinMt 
even ^llt between *totel ^oup'' "lidivldjal cr sDall ^oi^" to- 
struotlon.tiiau^ It mist be rMllz^ t^t a totel group ixi no ^se ec- 
ceaded t^ ^1^^, 'RMdirg ai-sk±lls" m^m: Obj^tivM category 
cGofcines a gcmsi: variety of skills such as caqpr^tenslai, us tog contort: to 
determine memtag, vocaboLary, etc. •feactice" Eludes &ill' sesslms 
as well as iirfivldLial reding activities, Undor Ae Ifet^iris category, 
'taixed'' obsarvaticns include a variety of games acd activily projats 
for ycRfflgffi ehil&ai such as mrfcing cookies i^iiile le&nr^jig to read a 
r^lpe. 

The ev^i^tlve canments oa ^^ram to^lCTaitation below focu^ cxi 
a nunber of significant s^qbs oE corrective readi^, reco^u^ed as such 
in ^e teach^ tramlng des%n outlined fac tifi nonpublic sdiool prcgran 
by contral staff: 

Diagnosis , ^is is clearly an in^CTrtant and cn^gotog ^tivity in 
the pro^am^ and rantlcm visits encamt^^ a v^iety of ijrformal diagnostic 
ef facts built into tosta^tioml secpmces , m acMltion to tiie £ orral 
di%nostic procediBres r^uired fOT eacii <^iM, Sm^idus md 
attOTtic^ is devoted to tiiis crucial arte. 

Motivation , More Dwtiwtional ^fort tos cbserved on tinm part of 
tochers with ycm%^ age gcci^s^ ^^iiich is ^pcc^rlate, but rise sane 
Ingenious md a^cessful attapts to est^lish reading ^tivatlcii mtii 
oldffi groips. Consistent attaiticci is betag givoEi to tJiis tostructiOT 
n^essity, and as tiie obs^^ation sisncaa^y todicat^, tibm ^eat majority 
of pi^ils shew insistently good levels of Int^est tovolvecent , 



13 



Lnt^est In Re^ijig , It mM found that consistent wide- 
^read attantiOT %cas beijng given to tiiis mOTe specific nDtivatimai 
Aj^tlve. Most of the classes attractive coIItoIotis of pap^b^te, 
TOny 'tead aloid" lessdns wre a^omt^^, as rail as systaltic efforts 
to ema^^m ait=rf-classroOT reading, la seme Inst^^es/ hmmrer, 
class llbr^ies were ratii^ minimal ; corwa-sarioM with am of Ae field 
^perviscrs re\real^ that Aese cases are lltely to ha rttmtly initiated 
progrOTia, t^MA lave not lad the ttoe to build up a collation m&c €km 
years. Althoigi r^ait budget difficulties pr^ent some banri^s to ov^- 
cOTlng this deEl^ilercy, I would raiOTinend attention to doii^ so, to a 
few iiistances, the corr^tive reMlng rocrra were tii^Melves cramp^ md 
unattr^tive, tedly id^l for weking the readls^ process a desirable prce- 
pect, hit thm local space prolans tiiat create mmh a hOKilcap appear d^- 
ficult to siOTiount, 

IndivlAializtos , Bettffi tten half o£ the tlrad obsenmtlons wre 
m individual- instruct ion mode^ considerably bett^ than anticipated, 
Althou^ the proportion of tlnE that should be spoit in a cccr^tive 
reading pr^ram, cn -irriiv^jaiiz^ activity is surely a matter of instoic- 
ticnal judgment, it seoned timt some of tiie ''total group" tire was prcb- 
ably duplicatliig regular classroom inatruction and coild profltdDly be 
shifted to indlvi ft . i^ lj^ed activities that might mroe dlr^tly relate to 
sp^ific diagnosis of ne^. ^MgJj^ from a long ccnu^CT'satim mth one of 
the field aip^viam'S, a garf deal of pressiH-e on this issue is teought to 
be^ on the teachit^ staff by cmtral office ard die evaluate can mly 
recomend tiiat it be maijitaln^. It is possible, of course, that m 
anticipatiai of a visit fecm m e\raluator tlm teadiars obs^fKl tmd^ to 
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plm lessons that vm^d highli^c their own teacWng actlvitlfiSi the 
timed sffliple of activities may, as a result, not truly represent the 
actual state of affaJra. 

Prescriptive temhlng . Really accellait tteou^aut. The ^eat 
majority of lessons observe liad clrar cAijectives, to* snail bites, 
and danmstrat^ a good natch between materials arri objectives. 

Methods arri ^htgials . The evaluatco: found, on the whole, a splm- 
dld variety of languaie ecperiattes and a mdm rat^e and mix of method- 
ologies. Tte prcgram is iapressive ±n tiiis area. Iteterials, on tiie 
oth^ hfflid, vere mo-e uneven. Most of taie classroOTis possessed eccellent 
audio-viajal equipment, fflid used it to good advantage- otters seared 
far btfiirrf. Tte pceserce of equlpoient is, of coiffse, a tut^etmry mattar ; 
#iethffi it is ad^uately us^ does have a bearing m tte earlier obser- 
vaticti aboit lidividializlng, as a mace con^lete utilization of self- 
paclng hardt«re depa^s on tiie degree to x^di childrm are aicoiaraged 
to WOTk by themselves. ConsidOTing the very high quality of nudi of the 
comnercial naterials available In ril of the classes, the evaluate did 
not a^Mt to find nuch teacte-Bade rat^ial md it w^^^^^ 
minority. Seme of it was Jmginative and usefiJ. . 

ClassroOT Qcgpnizatigi . Ratiier imevai, but it is clear that sane 
teachers aam f i^ttag valiantly to do as well as tiiey cm mth vm:y poor 
space. 

Classroom mma ggnent . The evaluatOT saw vety fc^^ childrei #10 pnre- 
sented mjch of a problm and nrt: a single Instance of teachm in^ility to 
handle a pupil. On tiie otiier side, a good deal of warmth was seai betweai 
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chlldr^ and tochers gemrally; a p^yaslve sense of rapport ard ggmtng 

In siirniary, a firat-rate classroon tasttuctioml progrmi vmrn foimd 
op^atir^ quite close to genacal pccgrffli dbj^tlve and st^rfards. In 
view of tiie adtaninlBttatlve dlfflajltles Imposed e^ly m &e yp^T by a 
re-stuff lljg of teadiliTg sfaff as a ra^lt of tim budget crisis, ticm 
ability of tile stef f to carry an the progratti at a hi^ stantocd Is wen 
mere ingress ive. 

The teachers themselves attested almMt imanmously to the eccril- 
&c^B of their relationships m.tici nonpublic school teachli^ staffs ^ and 
in tiim course o£ the visits I obsav^ many spMif Ic Instaices of co^- 
eraticn and helpfulness, A rijnber of primipals wnt ckxt of tiieir miy 
for the oppoctunity to msBuacm me of tiieir h±^ opinion of titie corrective 
reading tu^cher and of the real ne^s being met by tiie program, Siper- 
vlsCT^ linkages with cen&al office appeac to be xcell -organized, and 
si^eocvislon seems to be accepted as hel^ul by teachers m the field. 

Obj^tlve #3 

AtteQ^ts to estdpllsh the ^fectlvmess of ttie paraprofMsicnal 
sCTVlces In those sdiools to ^rftilch ttey vrare assign^, by assessing 
their Impact cci reading level Impro^mimtj prov^ to be n^ative. As 
the relevant Wb.11^ M^oiniatlon Report t^le In tte Appendix mllcates, 
fcof the fcurt^n ccnponent gccMps mtti a l^ge mough N to permit anal- 
ysis, oriy one gcoup showai a statlatlcally significant to^act an readir^ 
l^el for parapcofessioml cmtact. One might e^ect to ftad such a 
single significant diffm'^^e by chance, 

16 
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These results, howev^, should be assess^ rnxm Thm 
delaya described in parMeedtag dmptffi recited In oiff dbtaliilng 
records of p^aprofessictml cont^C for aily a limited p^iod of tJiiie, 
two mm&LB at ttm moBt. D^a for a fiJ.1 school jrear, or for a parlod 
o lose to it^ mght will ^o&^ mere positive remits, and a sericus effort 
to g^her mere ad^^te ijtf conation is recomm^ided for n^ct yeac . 

As i^^atM to Table 1^ a v&cy consld^dDle p^cent^e ctf para= 
prof essimal time is deg^ot^ to actual atall grcs^ si^ Individual in- . 
struetion, Almoet all te^h^s observed had p^aprofesstoial 
halp used tiiis resource fairly weU, arri deployed diem inattucticnally 
to a fffi greats extent than Bam of tim g^imal litffl'atare on pfflfapro- 
£"!?iSslorials would surest as the neon, Evm if no statistical lirfcage 
to reading ^ins can be established, the presence of paraprofesslonals 
does s^cn to mcoirage hlgh^ levels o£ Individualization to the class- 
room and mqr be justified for tiiat reascn alene. 

Action of Emlier Reccmimdaticms. 

^le 1974-75 evaluatiOTi repmt recenmmd^ that: 1) tim jnrc^aiQ be 
ra^yclad; 2) the progrOT be scpaided to Incliide aU Title 1 eligible 
pupils ■ 3) expei^ituct:es for matai^s md ^^plies be caittan^ at pro- 
pOT'tional levels; 4) position of assistant to tiie Coerdlnator be cen- 
time ; 5) teacher pref^a^es be comW^^ in tiie selection of e€|Lilp- 
mmt; 6) stairf^dis^ tests be mchirie rathec hand scot^ to minimise 

erracs , 

R^armeE^ations 1^ 3, and 5 tm/m beoi anplarant©!. Bbe otiiars Imim 
obvious cormections to budge tacy allocatijOTis ^ ar^ their lack of ij^lenentation 
is clea'^ y related to cunrQit budget sttlngoicies, 
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Chapts: W 

gj^y OF M«« Francs, CWOUSIWS, A» 

1. a.«tar»ito6 results « tte areas ^^^^^^^^^ 

fo^^ in ali^st all B^eas at V ^^^^ ^ 

ffttllnR to acliieve gams iii j. 

• First ^ad^s ^ds > ^^^^^^ 

nne of these meas ttic 

av-fll areas; m 
three rajOT ©1^^^^^ ™^ rn 94% 

^ ""rjps 3.1.-, P«-. scores 

J at ^ ^05 levri or better, 

£ ^teen c^pcnent gro^s ax.ly.ed in t^s of 

- ^"""^C^.e^.tera^or.^o-.l^'^-^^^^"- 
^ade.e^lval»t sc«es acb.ev ^ ^^^^ ^^^^ ^ 

o^nc^^rved^tesach^^iB.-"^^-- 

deviation durtag the perrcd - , ^ status as a reading program 

overall, these remits ^it --Plary status 

e^xatio^lly dlsadvantas^ ^'^^sessed 

. , ^l^ati«> of ^ .«ort, op- 

.sealed that a« program -^^^J ^ ^ 
e.ati.« Close to ge^-al pro^a» ob^ec^es^ 

low^i trough with a cc^espondons a^*-- 
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instruction. 

b, Tte pro-am. is characterize by the ^esence of ^ellent 
prescriptive teaching, and Jmaginative smd ccnsistent efforts Mt 
motiwticin . 

I 

c, A wide variety of mat^t^s are available and are In use, 

in conjunction vLtiri a mde range of appr^late t^dili^ inethodolop.es. 

d, The prqgrsa has achieve a hl^ level c£ student Interest and 
involvanent. 

3. Parai^ofesslonal are efficiently anplqy^, and devote a majority 
of their time to Insttuctima], tasks. An analysis of the ii^act on reading 
gains of paraprofessiOTal contact mtii Individual childrai, however, Indi- 
cated no si^ficfflit relationships at any grade level. 

Rficcnmer^tions ' 



The foUowlrg recaiTOt^tlons endOTse tiie positive features alrea^ 
in cp^atlcm, described in the precedir^ ssition, and sugest a few de- 
sirable ehaiges that shculd be mmageable within cuCTait restrictions • 

1. The recycling of the C^active Reading S^vices coip^ 
Naipublic Schools pro-am is steongly reccm^d^, far at l^st the mmber 
of childrai serv^ this year. Thm praam's cbs^ed ijisttuctional ef- 
fKitiveness and cutstandlng pupil achiavaBnt in riding makes it of ^eat 
wlue in a pa-lod in ^ch public cancem ov^ reading p^fcrnance re- 
inains at a high level. 

2. Admlnlsttatlve arrf sup^isccy staff should contlmie their efforts 
to Inmease the proportioi of Instructiraial tmm devote to Iz^ividml arrf 
aimU gccxip Jnsttuctlcri based on consistent dla^Mtic activities, and 

a fuller utillaatlcn of mat^ials and hardware design^ for Individual- 

19 



IzatiLon, 

3 , A sttong ^fort should be mde to retain at least tim 
curr^t level of paraprofessioml participatiOTi In the progra^^ and 
a fiJrtlier atterpt made at TOaa^lng tj^ eff^tivmess of p^^r^es- 
siDTial contact^ bm^rwdxig as early as pMsible In the school ywr, 

4, Consldffl^atlm should be given to straitening die materials 
resojurces of those schools that are, for cne reason or another ^ beLw 
tim average In size of classroOT llbrttles, comntt'Gial materials, and 
oth^ such resoijffces. 
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MAILED INFOr%MATIOH REPORT FOR GM'lCORICALLY AIDED tWCAtlOn fROJECTS 

SECTION II 
1975.-76 School Year 

Due Datai July 1, 1976 



SED Project Number: 


3 


0 


0 


0 


' 0 


0 


BE Function Number (N.Y.C. only): 


0 


9 



Project Title Ceotral. SSIA Title I Bemedlal gervlees f or Ellelble 
NoQpublic School Riplla* Corrective Eeaaiog Compooent 



School District Nnme 



&ard of Educatlott of the City of Ne%j York 



School District Address 110 MTjogston Street 

Brooklyh, • Nev York 11201 



Name and Title of Person Completing this forni: 
Name Harry L. Miller 



Title 



Ifvaluator 



Telephone Numbor ZW 

(Area Code) 



737-1611+ 



Date this form was completed 



6 / / 76 



CORRSCTIVB KEADOIG SERVICES IN BmiQ Mm IBU JITII I 19T5'f-1976 

Function No, 09-69^36 ' 



paie 1 



jabli 9 Historical Reifesslon Diiign (6-stsp FormuU) ^Of reporting norin rifireneed achliveisent testi 

in Raadlng and Hathiniiticii 



In thi Tabli bilow, enter thi riquisted isiesiniint Infomitlon about tbe tests used to ivaluati the 
iffectivenQii of majoi? projecc componinc/iettvitlei in achieving aognltive objecttvei, This fori «- 
quires means ebtalnad from scores In thi fora of grade equivalent units as procesiad by the 6"itep ' 
fonnull.(iee District Eva luatog'B_HandbQok of Salected Evaluation froesdurgS j lf74s p, 29-31) 
foro compieCing this table, fsad all foodnoteSi Attach additional sheiCs if nicissiry, 



ComponGnt 
Code 


Activity 
Coda _ 


liSE 

Used 
11 


Form 


Level 


4h 


Group 
ID 3/ 


Nunbar 
Tistid 


Pretest 


Predicted 
Posttiit 
Mean 


Actual 
Post test 


Obtained 
Vilye 


fre 


Post 


pEa|Post 


Date 


Miin 


Date 


Mean 


of t 


6 


0 


8 


a 


3 


0 


0 

# - 


T 




0 


BkTfk 


B 


A 


Mi 






Ifit 




10/75 


.797 




i/76 




4.799 .001 


#6 


0 


8 


2 


:3 


0 


Q 


7 


2 


0 


Cl-B 


A 


B 




ml 




lit 


75 


10/75 


33.3 




5/76 


94.0 




«6 


0 


a 


2 


3 


0 


0 


T 


2 


0 




A 


B 


MM 






lit 


11 


10/75 


18.7 




5/75 


77.0 




H 
6 


0 
0 


8 
8 


C 




0 
0 


0 


T 


2 


0 


Cl-B 


A 


B 


Vis. 


Moto: 




Ist 




10/75 


gll-.O 




5/76 


75.7 




2 


3 


0 


T 


2 


0 




B 


A 


Irii 


iiyl 


1886 


2 &3 




e/76 


1.535 


L674 


5/76 


2.151 


7*282 .001 


6 


0 


8 


2 


3 


0 


0 


r 


2 


0 








1 


I 


1192^ 


M 




S/76 


2.326 


_ 2.591 


5/76 


2.637 


L624 .10 M 




0 
0 


8 
8 


2 


3 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


Bkfjk 


B 


fl 


Pri 


naiy 




2&'3 


11^09 


10/75 


1.242 


L371 


5/76 


2.335 


51*276 .00( 


2 


3 




0 


7 


2 


0 


. .. - 


X 


W 


1 


1 




3rd 


91*5 


10/7 


?2.03 


t 2.1*47 


5/76 


2.735 


16.744 .00) 


6 


0 


8 


2 


3 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




B 


A 


Prin 


a^l 




2 &3. 


331 


5/75 


L.59^ 


1*3 


5/76 


2,400 


13.582 .001 



1/ Identify the test used and year of publieaclon (KilT-58, CAT-?0, ete,}, 
2/ Total nurabir of participanti in the acfelvityi 

3/ Idintify thi participants by spaeiflc grade level (e.g., gride 3, gradi 1), Whiri siviral |rades are com- 
binedj enter the 4th and 3th digits of thi component codi, . 
23 y ^^^^^t of pupils for whom both pre and post tist diti-ars provided, 



■p joluiDS contain perctriti|es/ attaining above leores of 24, 18, ind 12 for.eiich of the 
£S^wMfSt6 listed 

i4) Totil N can not bi sfflarated into time periods since, mit oftsi. Me aid DOst dif'i are msslM 
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• ■ page 2" 

C0RRBCTI7E BEADIHQ BIKVICES IN NOTOLIC BCHOOI^ SSEA IITH I I97M9T6 • 
FUNCTION NO, 09-69626 

^i^li 9 HtsEorical Ragresslon Design (6?stsp Forinula) ^er nprtin mm refsrencid aehtiveraent Essts 
"""^ in Reading and MaEheniaticSi 



In the UhU beloWj intie the requeitad assasinianE InfomaEien ibout the tesEi used to evaluati thi 
iffGCtiveness of majof projicc cflmponinE/activiCies in achieving aognieivi objectives, This tm u* 
quires mm obtained itm scores in thi form of grade equlvalinC units as processed by Ehi 6-step 
fafE)ulai(Eea District Evaluator'g Handbook of Selected Evaluatipn ProeedureB i 18?4, p, 29-31) Bi* 
fori eotnpletlng this tibli, read all footnotia, Attach idditionil ihaiEs if niCisiiry, 



Cofiponent 

Coda 


Activity 
Code 


Test 
Used 

11 


Form 


Livil 


Total 
N j/. 


Group 
ID}) 


Nwnbsr 
TisEsd 

A/.. 


PretiSt 


Pridictid 
Postteit 
Mean 


Actual 
Posttest 


ObEalned 
Valiit. 
of t 


Pre 


lost 


Pri 


Post 


Date 


Mean 


Date 


NQan 


6 


0 


8 


2 


3 


0 


0 


1 


2 


0 




X 


W 


L 


1 




M 


hS . 


5/73 




2,660 




2.621 


-.735 .IOh. 


5 


Q 


B 


2 


k 


0 


0 


T 


2 


0 




X 


W 


I' 


1 


3410 


k & 5 


'Ilk 


2/76 


2.567 


2.723 




2.969 


^^.219 .001 


6 


0 


8 


2 


k 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




X 




X 


1 




k & 5 


1778 


10/7! 




2.720 


m 


3.122 


23.103 ,001 


6 


0 


8 


2 


k 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


X 




I 


1 . 




k & 5 


1139 

& .- 


5/75 


2.503 


2.912 




3.I7B 


15.i*05 .001 


6 


0 


8 


2 
2 


k 
k 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 


SDET66 


X 


w 


2 




2177 




123 


2/76 


3.817 


i^.067 


5/T6 


^^.303 


2.431 .05 ■ 


6 


p 

0 


8 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




X 


w 


2 


2 




5&6 


1333 


10/7: 






5/T6 


^^il^l 


I8.lii2 ,001 


6 


0 


8 


2 


k 
5 


0 


0 


7 


2 
2 


0 




X 


w 


2 


2 




5&6 


1^28 


5/75 






5/T6 


If, 666 


.3,269 .001 


6 


0 


8 


2 


0 


0 


7 


0 


m% 


X 


w 


1 


1 




7'&8 


' 56 


5/75 


3.521 


3.900 


5/76 


^.561 


6.182 .001 


6 


0 


B 


2 


5 


0 


0 


7 


2 


0 




X ■ 




1 


I 




7&8 


83 


10/7J 


3.207 




5/T6 


^.151 


5.110 .001 



1/ rdantify the test used and year of publication (MAT-58i CAT-?0, etc), 
2/ ; Total nujubar of participants in the activity, 

1/ Identify Che partieipints by specifie grade level (e.g.,' grads 3, gradi 5). Whiri liVirii gradei an can- 
bined, m&t the 4th and 5th digits of tli eoifiponent code, 

y lludibir of pupili foif whom both pte and post East data'irs provldid, 
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COElCril EEADIG SETO IN mmc SGHOQIS ml 1 19?5-19?6 Wmm I Of -69626 W ^ 




HiiEorical Eegregston Desip (6-stip FoRnula) £sr Jeportlng norm refifsneid Mhisyiient-Eisti 
' ■ in Reading and MathsMliM, 



In the Tabli below, sntir thi riquisted isseiiient inforaiition ibouC the tuts uiid to ivaluiti ths 
iffeetiviniis of major projeet eornponent/activitlis in aehieving aognltiva objectlvis. Thii forn re- 
quires miani obtainid im icons in the torn of pada equivalent units la processed by the 6*fi£ip ' 
fomula.fgee Diitrict Evaluator's Handbook of Selieted Evaluation Procedurig , 1^?^> P* ^9»31) Be- 
fore coBpieting this table, read all footnotes, Attach additionil sheati if necessary. 





Activity 
Code 


Test 
used 

1/ 


FOCTl 


Level 


Total 


Group 

nil 


Nuaber 
Tested 

i/ 


Pretest 


predicted 
Postteit 
Mean 


Actual 
Fosttest 


Obtilnid 
Value 
of t 




Code 


Ire 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Date 


Miin 


Date 


Hoan 


6 


0 




2 


3 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 




A 


B 


Vis 


fll 




1st- 


119 


10/?f 


70J 




4/76 


96,9 




6 


0 


B 


2 


3^ 


0 


0 


1 


2 


0 


Cl-B 


A 


B 


M 


.tory 




.1st 


119 


10/7S 


11.1 




4/76 


■83.9 




6 


0 


8 


2 


3 


0 


0 


1 


2 


1 


014 


A 


B 


Vis 


, Mi 


)t 


1st 


119 


10/7! 


10.4 




4/76 


73,9 



































































































































































































































































































II Identify the test used and year of publication (MAT*58, CAT^JO, etCi). 
2/ Total number of particlpanti in the activityi 

3/ Identify the parclcipanti by specific grade level (i.g,, grade 3, grade 5)i Whifi siViril gridii in eei- 

bined, enter the 4£li and 5th digits of the wfflponinC codi, 
4/ Nuinb(;r of pupils for whom both pri and post Eist data ar« provided, 

ERlCang coliiBis 'Contain parcaitages attainiiig above seorea of 24, 18, and 12 for each of the toe 
ffTibtests listed. • . - 9 



9-69626 pap 1 



mmm mm mm i wmm scm m rm i im-M 

Table U referenced achU'VLMiiiinl tlaEu not applicable to Table 9. 

PMtfHDlSSM OMIT 

In the table balow, enter tlui L-yq^std aBsussnient iiiioimtion about the tests used to uvaluale tk cfEfict- 
iveniss of major project component/aQtivitles in achieving cognitive objiclives. Before coEnplnling this, forin, 
read all footnotes. Attacli iidditional sheets If neciisary, 



Cflnponent 
Code 


Activ- 
ity 
Code 


Test 
Used 

I/. 


roriii 


Level 


Total 


Croup 
ID 3/ 


N 

i/. 


Score 


Pretest 


PosttesE 


statistical 

Data , 


Pre 


Post 


Pre 


Post 


Datfi 


Mean 


F 

S.D. 


Date 


Mean 


y 


7/ 

Test 


|/ 


6 


0 


8 


2 




07 


2 


0 




B 


A 


m 


m 


336 




94 




10/7 


5 




5i76 


^.17* 






«— — 

nn 

-1,63 i 


a 


0 


s 


2 




07 


2 


C 


mik 


B 


A 


m 


m 


1886 


2&3 


1409 




10/7 






m 


M 






.2ii 


6 


0 


B 


2 




07 


2 


0 


mik 


B 


A 


m 


m 




213 


331 






5 




m 




1 




-IJi 


6 


0 


8 


2 




1 

07 


2 


0 


mm 


X 


W 


1 


I 


1192 


3 


945 




10/7 


5 




5/76 








IMW 


6 


0 


8 


2 


3b 


0 


m% 


X 


W 
W 


1 


I 




3 


46 




M 


5 




5/76 


M 






MM 


6 


0 


8 


I 




3 7 


2 


0 


me 


X 


1 


1 


3410 


4-5 


114 




2/76 






5/76 


.02; 






■ ,16 i 




0 


8 


1 




97 


2 


0 




X 


w 


1 






4-5 


1778 




10/J 


5 




5/76 


-.05 




1 


■1.B3J 



y Identify test used and year of publication (MAT-38; CAT-70, 
etc,) 

2/ Total nufflbef of participants in the activity. 

3/ Idintify the participants by specific grade level (e.g., 

grade 3, grade 5), Where several gradea are coniblned, 

enter the 4th and !ch digits ,of the component code, 
4/ Totli number of participants for whom both pre and poit 

test data are provided. 
ll 1 ■ grade equivalent; 2 ■ percentile rank; 3 ^ z scori; 
" 4 ■ publisher's standard score; 5 ^ stanlne; § ^ raw 

score; 1 ■ other. 



5/ Standard Deviation - only required of 
the following districts 1 Albany, Buffalo, 
Henipstead, Mount Vernon, New York City, 
Niagira Falls, Rochistar, Syracuse, Utlci, 
Yonkirs, 

7/ Test statistics (i.gM t; F; X^), 

8/ Obtained value of test statistic (e,|, Mht 




b" siatfd tmlue, 
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om<m mm mnm m mmc mm m wm 1 19754976 mm 1 mm^ ^ 2 

Table U Hm re£ironeed achievatngnE data not applicable to Tabla 9, 

In the tible bilow, inter the riquested usseBiinant information about the teiti used to evaluate the sffiet- 
Ivenesi of raajor project component/activities in flchieving cognitive obJeGlivis, Bifori coinplating this, fora, 
read all footnotes. Attach idditional shiets if nicesiiry. 



Component 
Code 



608 



M07 



4 0 0 7 



4 0 0 7 



60825007 



2 5 0 0 7 



007 



007 



ity 

Code 



2 



20 



20 



Test 
Used 



fm 
In 



X 



Post 



w 



Level 



2 



Post 



2 



Total 
N2/ 



Group 
ID 3/ 



5-6 



3610 



5r6 



7&8 



7&8 



7y 



4/ 



1553 



83 



56 



682 



817 



Score 

Ii 



1/ Identify teat uiid and year of publication (ET-58; CAT-70, 
etc.) 

2/ Total number of participinti in the activity. 
•3/ Identify the participants by specific grade level (i,g,, 

gradi 3, gridi 5), Where siveril grades are conibinid, 

anfer the 4th and 5th dlgiti of the coiponint codei 
4/ Total number of pafticipanti for whom both pre and poit 

tilt data are provided, 
57 1 ■ pide iquivilent; 2 ■ pircentili rank; 3 ■ t score; 
" 4 ■ publisher's itandard scori; S ■ itanine; 6 ■ raw 

jcori; 1 " "her. 



Pretest 
Date 



3/75 



2/7 



10/7 



3l 



5/7 



10/7 



5/7 



Mian 



5 



1 

S.DiDite 



Posttcst 



an 



5/76 



5/76 



5/76 



5/76 



lean 



.OOf 



.285 



.023 



'2i7 



.331 



.006 



,05' 



1 



Statlstigal 
Data 

T 



Test 



1^ 
Value 



.24jS 



JIM 



4.25 m 



4.61 m 



.13 m 



il Standard Deviition ■ only required sf 
the following diitrlcta: Albanyj iuffile 
HiDipstead, Mount Vsrnon, Hiw York Gltyj 
Nligari Fills, RoehesEir, Syracusi, Utlei 
Yonkirs, 
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In litis bble ent^f «U pta lmi intaElen, Bewean m, itsni ^30 and tills fomi, ill parlieipftntJ 
it each aetivity wst be aeeeunEed for* The component and activity eedes mi in WiipleEion oi iteffl.WO 
jheuld be ufld linrc so M the two tablci niQtcli, Sae deflnitloni bilow Eiblo for further instructions, 
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(1) Idintify the pirtleipants by spiclfie padi level (a.g., pdi 3, gridi 9). stveril padis m eosbtnid. 

anter the list tvo digits of the conipanenC eodi. , 

(2) Identify the tcsc used and year of publication OlAT-70, SDAT«74, ete,). 
(i) liuH'.ber of participanEs in thi activity, ■ 

4 Hurt« of «tlclpa«i lncluJ«i.l. the pre .nd po««« c.Uul« ens o.n^ on lEt»J30, 
■ K NuEttr Md scrcent of Mtllclpants not teitid »nii/ot not MllyK^ 

5 y 1 L h .tud. t, »«, not t««id and/or .nHy«d, For .ach turn f f'"?"' 
^ ' ' "ScTtount. If 4 futthir doc»«ant.lion 1. .vallable, pl«" ««« t. thli f.m. I£ toh« ipaoa 1. 

ERiceded to ipttlfy and explain data low, attach additional to 'Ms fora. g^, 
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(Ho, of Quartir*How Unlti * Sifi Initruetloni) 
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^^^^^ ABSTRACT 

If you eperated a component of more than 60 hours of treatmant wtch 
results whiah showed galas (norm referenced) In eKeass of one month's 
gain for each month of traatment or operated a croponent of less thm 
60 hours of traatmant wLth results which showed (criterion-referenced) 
that at least 90% of the population demons trated mastery of the objec- 
ttvsip please abstract the aspects of the COTponent whl-ch- appear to 
account for the unexpected results. Such examples can thus be duplicated 
and made readily available through the Itew York State Educational Programs 
to other school districts as well as State and Federal agencies that are 
Interested in replicating successful projects. Identify tlw component by 
code and provide a one page suimnary of Che findings In relation to the 
objectives « ^ 



Component Code 



Activity Code 



Objective Code 



6 


0 


B 


k 


3 



4 



8 



I 



3L ^ Component Abstract 

The Corrective Reading Servtees Consonant In the tmbrella Non* 
public School Program was designed to supplement the regular 
reading programs in these schools in order to raise the reading 
achlevexratit levels of educationally deprived children in grades 
one through twelve, reading one or more years below grade level, 



rstanding results in the area of reading achievement merits 
exemplart program status. One^ Of twenty two component groups 
analysed, in twenty the posttest scores exceeded predicted scorea 
at the .05 level or better, with eighteen at the ..001 level; 
only two components failed to achieve at significant levels* 
Two: Thirteen out of nineteen of the components analyzed in 
terms of grade-equivalent scores achieved at better than one 
month of reading gain for each month of instruction ; four 
out of four of those analyzed In terros of normal corve deviates 

achied gains of better than half a standard deviation during 
the period of Instruction, 

The single most oustanding Implementation feature was the di- 
agnostic prescriptive model of instruction, with a considerable 
emphasis on individualization, carried out in small groups 
in a setting which contained a great variety of instructional 
materials. 
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